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Herakleitos certainly blames those who follow
singers (dotSoQ1, and whose teacher is the crowd, who
pray to idols, as if they were to gossip with the walls
of houses, not knowing what gods and heroes really
are. Epikouros does the same. But, unlike Epi-
kouros, Herakleitos nowhere denies the existence of
invisible Gods or of the One Divine. Only when he
saw people believing in what the singers, such as
Homer and Hesiod, told them about Zeus and Hera,
about Hermes and Aphrodite, he seems to have mar-
velled ; and the only explanation which he could find
of so strange a phenomenon was that it arose from an
affection of the mind, which the physician might try
to heal, whensoever it showed itself, -but which he
could never hope to -stamp -out altogether.

In a certain sense, therefore, the science -of religion
is as little a modern invention as religion itself.
Wherever there is human life, there is religion, -and
wherever there is religion, the question whence it
came cannot be long suppressed. When -children once
begin to ask questions, they ask the why and the
wherefore of-everything, religion not excepted; nay,
I believe that the first problems of what we call phi-
losophy were suggested by religion.

It has sometimes been asked why Thales should be
called a philosopher, and should keep his place on
the first page of every history of philosophy. Many
a schoolboy may have wondered why to say that
water was the beginning of all things, should be called
philosophy. And yet, childish as that saying may
sound to us, it was anything but childish at the time
of Thales. It was the first bold denial that the gods

1 'Heracliti Reliquiae,' cxi, cxxvi.